— 


“These were more noble than those of if Thessaloniea, in that they 


received the Worp, on, with 


all readiness of mind, and searched the Scriptures daily, pa those things were so.”?°— 
all things; held fost that which is good.””—Acrs, xvil.11. 1 Tues. v. 21. 


Von. LJ 
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[No. 7 


Parstep spy MENDENHALL & WALTERS, No. 81, Marxer-Srreer. 


NECESSITY OF EVIDENCE. 


The doctrine of the necessity of evidence, 
to establish truth in the mind, was the guid- 
ing thread which led Bacon to the method 
of induction in natural science—it was the 
lever by which this great genius overturn- 
ed the proud fabric of Aristotle, which had 
stood for ages, although resting on the san- 
dy foundation of syllogism and hypothesis. 
It formed the corner stone of his “ Novum 
Organum,” wherein the inquirer is brought 
off from the vain sophistry of disputation, 
to the employment of his rational faculties, 
in sober investigation after truth—laying 
the foundation of the temple of science on 
the sure basis of facts and experiments. 

Now it is on the same rock, the reck of 
experience, that all religion worth the name 
must stand. The principle in both cases is 
the same, although the nature of the evi- 
dence differs; being in the former case ez- 
ternal, but in the latter internal; as elucida- 
ted in our preceding essay. To every re- 
flecting mind it must be manifest, that limits 
must be somewhere put to belief; other- 
wise a blind credulity is the result. What 
other bounds, then, we ask, can be pre- 


q scribed, than rational and competent evi- 
» dence—an evidence sufficient to reach and 


convince the understanding? Let these lim- 
its be once removed, and any proposition, 
however absuid and ridiculous, becomes a 


fe legitimate subject of belief, and a broad foun- 


dation is laid for implicit faith. The follow- 


™ ing examples we introduce to illustrate this 


subject: — 

The Bonzes in Japan and China; the La- 
masin Tartary; the Tulapois in Siam, and 
the Bramins in Hindoston; form the body 
ef the clergy in the eastern world; and al- 
though they differ trom each other in some 


in the grand and important doctrine ar re- 
commending alms deeds, especially to them- 
selves; and they steadily preach up the duty 
to the laiety, of giving their money freely 
to the priests—furnishing them with all the 
good things of this life—building them 
splendid temples, and of ebeying them im- 
plicitly in all things; for they declare that 
“it is by their prayers, and the penance 
which they impose, that the people are re- 
deemed from eternal torments”! | 

Setting aside the necessity ef evidence, 
what unlimited power and influence must 
these impostors exercise over a priest-ridden 
people! “A Pagan,” says father Le Comte, 
“who thought himself dying, sent for a 
Romish missionary: ‘ Father,’ says the poor 
man, ‘the Bonzes, who know perfectly 
what passes in the other world, and our lot 
after death, assure me that as I lived a pen- 
sioner on the emperor’s bounty, I shall be 
transformed, after death, into a post-horse, 
to carry his dispatches into the provinces. 
They exhort me, therefore, to beware of 
starting and stumbling; biting and kicking; 
but to be obedient and submissive, to run 
cheerfully and eat sparingly. Thus, they 
say, I shall earn the compassion of the gods, 
who often bring a man of quality, and a 
great mandarin, out of adumb beast. Now 
father, my next state startles me, and I 
dread the thought. In my sleep, I find my- 
self already saddled, trembling, and ready 
to fly at the first lash of the post-boy; I 
'wake in sweat and horror, and continue to 
fancy myself a horse. “Iam told, father, 
that in your religion, there is more tender- 
ness; that by it, men in this world continue 
men in t’other; and I would rather be a 
Christian than a beast.” 

“It is manifest,” continues the father, 
“that if the Chinese be thus bubbles, and 


matters of minor consequence, they all unite the believers of a doctrine so absurd and 
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lously supports all the rogueries which they 


_knavery, their intrusion into courts, their 


the Bonzes, who so zealously spread it, de- 
vive no small advantage from it. It marvel- 


employ to extort alms gifts, and to swell | 
their revenues. As they come from the 
lowest populace, and are inured from their 
infancy to an idle profession, they find that ! 
this doctrine warrants all the tricks and | 
frauds which they practice, to excite the || 
liberality of the people.” . 

A young Bonze of a very genteel air, 
and of a proper address to deceive the’ 
crowd, was seen in the middle ofa town, | 
shut in and standing upright, in a close 
chair, driven thick all round with long iron | 
nails, the sharp ends inwards, so that he 
could no way lean against it without a thou- | 
sand wounds. Two fellows, whom he had 
hired, carried him from door to door, and /' 


at every door he made his speech: ‘ You | 
see me thus enclosed and tortured for the 
good of your souls; nor will I ever relin- | 
quish this my prison, ’till you have bought | 
all these my nails. Each nail will cost but 
sixpence, a small price for such a treasure | 
of benedictions as it brings! In purchasing 
them you will do an act of heavenly merit; | 
not tous the Bonzes, but to the god Fo, 
to whose honour we Bonzes are building a 
temple.’ 

“What a true picture of the Popish |! 
monks!” exclaims a Protestant writer: this | 
lying doctrine, and all the knavish devices 
ofthe Bonzes, however copious, impudent | 
and lucrative, are barren, impotent, and 
modest, compared to purgatory, transub- 
stantiation, the penances, absolutions, and 
all the infinite and incredible rogueries of | 
the Pope, and the other Romish Bonzes. 
Those in the east must be owned to be tol- 
erable proficients in all the arts of pious 


fiatteries to great men, their cajoleries to 
weak women; their gravity, hypocrisy and 
eternal avarice; nightly devotion, austeri- 
ties, fastings, and mortification; their pil- 
grimages; the magnificence and decorations 
of their temples; their many postures, gen- 
uflexions and prostrations; their incense, 
perfumes, and wax candles; their idols, 
pictures, and endless repetitions: for in all 


NECESSITY’ OFr 
as that of the 


fuse us moderate alms” ” 


_ “that the holy penitent had above tw 4 
_ thousand of these nails to sell. By this pr. 9 
cious commodity, though he lost. som 
| blood, he got money, with the odour ff¥ 


dollars a year. 


can atone for their sins; but we satisfy then} 


these tricks they abound, as those of Rome | 
de; but in all these grimaces and efforts of 


fratd, th ‘thougt full and fond of them, they 
are but babes to their elder brothers of 
Rome. Almost all spiritual rogueries do, iin 
many instances, resemble one another. Eyer 
in China, yon would take yourself to be jj, 
Spain and Portugal. Such a common same. 
ness you find in the devotion of the Easter 
Bonzes and European Monks, and in the 
credulity of the people, Catholic or Pagay, 
You see these solemn drolls, the Bonzes, 
scourging themselves with rods, slashing 
| themselves with knives in the streets; § 
ging heavy iron chains; battering their n. 
ked bodies with rough stones; stopping x 7 
every door and canting—* All this we suffe 9 
for the expiation of your sins! Can you r. 4 


“Observe,” continues our Protestani, 


sanctity, and notable credit with his orde,)™ 
as well as to it.” 4 


Now, what might an eastern Bonze oll 
in reply to all this’—*“ It is true we Bonze™ 
do practice some pious frauds, to get a lit) 
tle rice, and a few pence for our nails; ani} 
some of us get in this way, from forty to fifth 
Our people say, that the 
do not comprehend, how cutting our bodi«| 7 
with knives, and sticking nails in our fles!, 


by telling them they must believe it; othe} 
wise they ‘can believe nothing or next i}@ 
nothing.’ Now pray, do not you Christix)® 
Bonzes resort to ‘knavish devices’ also, 
obtain your ends? You practise them on 
scale. Although your book says 
‘your kingdom is not of this world,’ yet yo! 9 
lay hands on every thing you can get; an’ 4 
for this purpose you have contrived to joi) 
your kingdom to earthly kingdoms, where 4 
by some of your Bonzes obtain from twenty 4 
to a hundred thousand dollars a year; ani il 
others, from one to ten thousand, and all this % 4 
without shedding one drop of your blood for 
the good of souls. At Serampore and other 
places, your missionaries have built ‘pals 

ces’ for themselves, and made ‘ elegant gat 
dens’ of pleasure; whilst your Master had 
not where to Jay his head. One of your | : 
Bonzes in the east, spends and devours 59 
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much as twenty or thirty of ours. Your 
Bonzes say that your Deity is infinite in 
mercy and goodness, and no respector of 
persons; and yet that he has decreed the 
destruction of all us Pagans; and that you, 
™ more kind, have come to save us. This we 
TM do not understand. You say that our wa- 
W ters, even whole rivers, have no cleansing 
virtue in them, and yet that a little drop, 
sprinkled on us by your hands, is so power- 
ful, that it becomes a ‘seal’ of our regene- 
ration’ —‘ remission of sins,’ and of our giv- 
ing up to serve God. You teach us, that 
your Deity consists of ‘three distinct per- 
sons,’ and yet but one; and that unless we 
™ believe this, however pure our lives, we 
® cannot be saved. You say that your religion 
teaches you to love all mankind universally, 
even to love enemies and to return good for 
evil; and yet great armies, professing this 
same religion, have come from your coun- 
try—and with Bonzes among them, to pray 
to your God to strengthen their arm in bat- 
tle, and guide their bullets—have slain us 
™ by tens of thousands, burnt our houses and 
| destroyed all our substance; and for no 
ether crime than because our God has given 
us a fine country, and much gold and silver. 
All this and much more you do and,%a * 
which we cannot comprehend: and if our 
religion is to you absurd and ridiculous, 
yours is not less so to us, and as we both 
teach the doctrine that there is no necessi- 
ty for evidence in these matters, and that 
ifwe do not believe without evidence, ‘we 
can believe nothing or next to nothing,’ 
® why I think we stand on much the same 
) ground, for ‘all spiritual rogueries resem- 


» ble one another:’ but as my religion is so 


)) mech cheaper, and less cruel and persecu- 
» ting than the one you profess, Pagans will 
continue to give it the preference; and I 
will continue to sell my nails, and eat my 
rice, as long as { can persuade my country- 
men implicitly to believe what they cannot 
comprehend. ” 


“If I believe what the Church believes, 
only because she believes it, my faith is 
false. Though her’s bc true, it is not true 
% me; Lhave no evidence of it. 

Penn. 


‘ 


FOR THE BEREAN. 
THE BOOK. 


To Samuel Miller and Ezra Stiles Ely, min- 
isters of the gospel, by rnorEsston. 


“No man knoweth the Father but the 
Son, and he to whom the Son will reveal 
him”’—“No mancan say that Jesus is the 
Lord, but by the Holy Ghost.” 

New Testament, 


From page 135 to 169, your author treats 
of “immediate revelation.” He states it to 
be the most important article in the creed 
of the Society”—“their grand religious te- 
net.” And I will add, that it was the 
“ grand religious tenet” of our blessed Sa- 
viour—“On this rock will I build my 
Church:” and also of his disciples and apos- 
tles: ‘* Now we have received not the spirit 
of the world, but the Spirit which is of God, 
that we might Anow the things that are 
freely given to us of God”—*“the things 
of God knoweth no man, but the Sprit of 
God”—* if ye have not the spirit of Christ, 
ye are none ofhis,” &c. It is also, “the great 
religious tenet” of all Christian sects. The 
faith of the Catholics rests on the judgment 
of the church and tradition, for the church, 
say they, “is always led by the infallible 
Spirit.” The Protestants trust in the Scrip- 
tures, because the things in them were 
“inwardly, immediately, and objectively, 
revealed by the Spirit of God:” and they, 
moreover, rely on “immediate revelation,” 
to enable them rightly to comprehend 
them. “Let this,” says your founder, 
Calvin, “remain a firm truth, that he only, 
whom the Holy Spirit has persuaded, can 
repose himself on the Scripture, with a 
true certainty:” and, in your confession of 
faith, itis said, “we acknowledge the in- 
ward illumination of the Spirit of God, to 
be necessary for the saving understanding 
of such things as are revealed in the word.” 

I have, in my preceding letters—to the 
disgrace of the author, and your own 
shame, in recommending his work as “ can- 
did” and “ just” &c.—exposed some of his 
numerous misrepresentations and untruths; 
and before I proceed further on this subject, 
I will notice a few of the many with which 
this chapter abounds. 

He asserts that in “immediate revela- 
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tion,” as contended for by the Quakers, || him in going about things that are ,, 


“something new and unknown before, is 
supposed to be conveyed by an immediate 
imp 
is repeated in page 143; “but when they ' 
stalk forth apostles, and prophets, and bring 
a new Gospel, &c. Now these assertions | 
are made in the face of the fellowing dec- 
laration of Barclay, page 105: “We dis- 
tinguish between a revelation of a new Gos- 
pel and new doctrines, and a new revela- 


‘tion of the good old Gospel and doctrines: — || 
the last we plead for, but the first we utterly 


deny—for we do firmly believe that there 
is no other Gospel or doctrine to be preach- 
ed, but that which was delivered by the | 
apostlés: and do freely subscribe to that 
saying, ‘let him that preacheth any other 
gospel than that which hath been already 
preached by the apostles, and according to 
the Scriptures, be accursed.’ ” 

- Again, the author says, p. 148: “The 
simple question is: has every Christian the 
gift of immediate, objective revelations, 
which suggests to him his every word and 
action? ‘Tak aFPIRMATIVE OF THIS IS TAKEN 


” (p. 126.) .The same insinuation || in his book, charged the Quakers with 4, 


| also be very willing to admit it as a positiy : 


BY EVERY Quaker.” Now I dare assert, 
that no Quaker ever affirmed to this: but 
many declarations to the contrary are to be 
found. I will quote one from Barclay, pa. 


159, which could hardly have escaped your || will, till they are first opened by him wh: 4 


author’s notice: * Nevertheless, we do not 
hereby affirm, as if man had received his 
reason to no purpose, or to be of no purpose 
unto him, in no wise: we look upon reason 
as fit to order and rule man in things natu- 
ral. Foras God gave two great lights to | 
rule the outward world, the.sun and moon; | 
the greater light to rule the day, and the 
lesser light to rule the night; so hath he 


| that “he only whom the holy spirit has pe” 


given man the light of his Son, a spiritual 
divine light, to rule him in things spiritual, 


and the light of reason to rule him in things || the Quakers, it appears to be an opinialy 


natural. And even as the moon borrows 


her light from the sun, so ought men, if || Spirit is necessary to reveal the true senst/ a 
they would be rightly and comfortably or- || of Scripture. 
dered in natural things, to have their reason || I will quote a few of the many writers who 4 


enlightened by this divine and pure light. 
Which enlightened reason, in those that 


obey and follow this true light, we confess || tures.” T'heophylact. 
may be useful to man, even in spiritual || by the inspiration of the divine spirit, re 
things, as it is still subservient and subject || quires an interpreter inspired with the like} 
to the other; even as the animal life in man, 
regulated and ordered by his reason, helps " not to be understood but by the same spit 


tional.” 
Your author has, in a number of Places 


tsm—which is a denial of all revelation Wy 
but here he tells you, that every Quake 
expects a revelation for “every word of 
action!” 

“The proud claims of the sect are thy jl : 
advanced, [says he, in note, p. 148. } They # 
have immediate revelations, which are ng Mm 
to be subjected to the test of reason or ¢ 
Scripture, as a more noble or certain rule, im 
Here he falsely insinuates, that the Quaker 
reject the Scriptures as an outward mii 
although he had, no doubt, read the folloy. q 
ing paragraph in Barclay, page 100: “wile 
do look upon the Scriptures as the only iis 
outward rule, to judge of controversig : 
among Christians, and that whatsoever do.) 
trine is contrary to their testimony, may then) 9 
fore be justly rejected as false. We shal 


certain maxim, that whatsoever any do, 
tending to the spirit, which is contrary to th 
Scriptures, be accounted and reckoned a dey 
sion of the devil.” 

He goes on to say, in the same place, 
“Penn thus speaks plainly out, ‘the Scrip) 
tures cannot be called a revelation of God} 


And now pray tell me, why should thig@ 
doctrine offend you? Does not your Calva) 
come “plainly out” also, when he asserts 


is the spirit of truth.’” | 


suaded, can repose himself on the Scrip? 
tures with a true certainty”? And 
not your confession of faith come 
ly out” in like manner, as I have: alread: 
shown? 

So far from being a peculiar doctrine dy 


common to Christians in general, that th é 


In addition to the foregoing, 


have “come plainly out” on this subject | 
“The holy spirit is the opener of the Scrip] 
“What is set forth) 


spirit.” Erasmus. “The Scriptures are 
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by which they were written.” Luther.— 


a ofthe holy spirit alone.” Beza. 
Mescriptures were written by the spirit of 


“The apostle teacheth that the Scripture 


| cannot be apprehended and understood, 


BM but by the holy spirit.” Lanchius. “The 
Mthings of the spirit of God are understood 
Mand perceived by the powerful inspiration 
“As the 


MGod, so must they be expounded by the 
me.” Bishop Jewel. “The outward read- 
ming of the word, without the inward work- 
Ming of the Spirit, is nothing. The precise 
mpharisees, the learned Scribes, read the 
scriptures over and over again: they not 
pnly read them in books, but wore them on 
mheir garments: they were not only taught, 
Mut were able to teach others. But because 


MBhis heavenly teacher had not instructed 


hem, their understanding was darkened; 
his knowledge was but vanity.”” &rchbishop 


4 Bandy’s Sermons. “We do acknowledge 


Sehat all means are vain, unlessthe Lord give 
meyes to see; to whom, therefore, the pro- 
M@phet made his prayer, ‘open my eyes that 
im may see the wonders of thy law.’ ” Sain- 
meld. “The internal light whereby we come 
weo see the sense of the Scriptures, is the 
mpoly spirit.” Weem’s Christ. Synag. lib. i. 
mp.31. “Itis not possible that supernatu- 


Ml knowledge should be rightly received 


ithout supernatural light.” Frat. Rouse. 

An inward enlightening and irradiating of 
fhe mind by the holy spirit, is absolutely 
meccessary for the apprehending of the di- 
fine mysteries, which are contained in the 
of the Gospel.” Jon. Edwards. 


™ The author, as in other places, and on 


pother subjects, is betrayed into strange in- 
Seonsistencies and “ mystification.” He ad- 
M@pits that every Christian is taught of the 
| Holy Spirit”—* that the Holy Spirit alone 
gn produce a divine life in the soul,” by 
ms immediate operation—“ that it is neces- 
my to unfold the Scriptures:” (p. 135-6.) 


(yt the “Divine Spirit reveals to man his 


ilt”—yet that all this “may be account- 
i for without resorting to impulses or re- 
PPlations.” (140.) He also admits of “ pre- 


a onitions,” “ presentiments,” &c.; and he 
ys that it is “no enthusiasm to believe that 


he secret of the Lord is with them that fear 


But whilst conceding every ching for 


which the Quakers contend, in fact, he still 
stoutly denies the doctrine of immediate’ 
revelation; and he endeavours to extricate 
himself from the dilemma, by entering 2 
sort of theological labyrinth, and it is, to use 
his own phrase, “a doubtful matter whe- 
ther human patience can ferret him out”?! — 
“The Church,” he tells us, “draws a deep 
line of distinction between this immediate 
operation on the mind, and immediate reve- 
lations,” (136.) Now a revelation is a dis- 
covery or communication, by a teacher from 
heaven, (see Johnson’s dictionary.) Is not 
the Holy Spirit from heaven, and also a 
teacher? But how does it produce “a divine 
life in the soul by its immediate operation,” 
unless it maketh “a discovery”? “The 
grace of God which bringeth salvation, hath 
appeared unto all men, feaching them, that 
‘denying ungodliness and the world’s lusts, 
they should live soberly, righteously, and 
godly, in this present world”—is there no 
“discovery” here? When the Holy Spirit 
unfolds the Scriptures, is there no “ disco- 
very” made? When it “reveals” to man his 
guilt,” does it not make a “discovery” ’— 
| When it furnishes “ presentiments and pre- 
monitions,” and thus makes known “the 
secret of the Lord,” is there nota discove- 
ry or communication to the soul, of some- 
thing “unknown before’? In fine, as he 
admits that “every Christian is taught of 
the Holy Spirit;” how, I ask, can there be 
‘teaching without a discovery”? 

How shall all this “ mystification” be ex- 
plained? How shall we “ferret out” you 
wily theologians’? The following important 
remark, found on the first page of this chap- 
ter, may cast a ray of light on this dark sub- 
ject: 


The Holy Ghost “operates by meaxs,” 
and these are “the Holy Scriptures, and 
THE INSTITUTIONS OF HIS HOUSE”! 
Now we are at no loss to perceive, that the 
“ institutions” here spoken of, are an edu- 
cated, stipendiary ministry, together with 


of which these ministers are the sole admin- 
istrators. As it respects the Scriptures, 
they are only nominal—the clergy stand be- 
tween them and us. They are the ex- 
pounders and interpreters of them. They 


‘ take away from the people the right of pri- 


the rites and ceremonies of “the church;” 
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vate judgment in them; arid when the peo- 

ple presume to avail themselves of this 

tight, they are denounced by the clergy as 

schismatics, heretics, &c.; of which the 

work before me furnishes one, among’ many 
8. 

The whole sum of your scheme, there- 
fore, is, that the Holy Ghost operates, in 
the salvation of man, generally speaking, 
through the medium of the clergy, and the 
clergy only: and no means are spared to 
endeavour to bring over the people to these 
views. “What must be done,” exclaims 
one of your most eminent and orthodox 
brethren, “the press must groan in the com- 
munication of our wretchedness, and from 
every pulpit in the land, the trumpet must 
sound long and loud. The’ nation must be 
awakened, or we are undone. Men of 
wealth, help! we intreat yor help, to save 
your country from ruin, an’ millions of 
your countrymen from hell! Are you friends 


to civil liberty? give! do it quickly, for 


while you read, they die and go to the 
judgment; and with all the expedition that 
you can make, about seven hundred and fifty 
thousand must die in this Christian land, 
destitute of the means or Grace, before you 
can send to os ONE COMPETENT, RELIGIOUS 
INSTRUCTOR.’ 

The author says, page 149, “these claims 
of rene leading Quakers, are bold and da- 
a, Now what claims, I ask, can be 

“bold and daring,” than what are set 
forth in yourscheme?’? “ We the clergy, and 
we alone, can save you from hell, and your 
country from ruin’—“we are the only 
means of grace” —“ we are the only heralds 
of the gospel’—“the power of God, for 
the salvation of sinners, deigns to act only 
through us”!! Now the Quakers believe 
that the power of God is competent to save, 
and does save, by its “immediate revela- 
tion” to the soul; and the epithets which 
your author has been pleased to apply to 
‘this doctrine, may I not with more proprie- 
ty apply to your scheme, and say—‘It is 
impious’”—“it is absurd”? And in the 
claiming to yourselves the honour of being 
~“ apostles”—the only chosen instruments, 
through which God can save a sinner—do 
not you (the clergy) justly earn the charge 
of being “ bold and daring”? 


j 
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2 Pet. 19.—* We have also.a more sp 


word of whereunto ye do well thy | 
ye take heed, as unto a light that ohincth 
a dark place, "until the day dawn, and the dy, 7 
star arise in your hearts. ‘7 


This passage has nant variously inter. 
preted, and has not unfrequently been tifa 
subject of controversy. Some have undef 
stood by the “more sure word of propiy. il 
cy,” the Scriptures ;. others, the “ wou 
nigh in the heart,” or Holy Spirit; agi 
others again have understood the apostle glam 
intending a comparison between the voigitts 
heard at the transfiguration on the moujam 
and the prophecies of the old testament,nfam 
lating to the advent and kingdom of tie 4 

Most of the misunderstanding on this shpam 
ject, seems to have originated from the if: 
proper translation of the original, contain 
in our common English version. 
shall have occasion to show presently, why 2 
I come to give what appears to me tok 
the evident meaning of the apostle, in us 4 
passage under consideration. But firs 4 
will briefly notice the several opini 
which have been mentioned. 

With regard to the first:—By the ten 
“more sure word of prophecy,” could 
be meant the Scriptures in general; faq 
the Scriptures comprised in the Old 
New Testaments, were not then wnttq® 
nor were any of the books of the New a 
ded to the sacred volume of the Oli 
There is nothing either in the text or om 
text, which warrants the opinion. Af 
general appellation, the Scriptures are 14m 
er, by any of the writers of them, dena 
nated the word ef prophecy, or prophiagm 
word. 

The second opinion demands, perhayg 
more serious attention; but like the fi 4 4 
appears to me not sufficiently supporeay 
by the context. Were the comparison 
tween the holy Spirit and the Scriptut@ 
or between the Holy Spirit and the ve 
on the mount, and were the question 
Which was the more sure to believe'® 
that or any subsequent age? I should i . 
no hesitation in answering. with that ex 
lent man, Isaac Penington, who, after i. 


ing summed up a number of considerati 
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—— 


onthe subject, observes: “ Let these things | 
be duly considered and equally weighed in | 


évidence. It will, however, be perceived 
that the importance of this construction, 


the holy balance, and then I dare appeal to must depend altogether on the correctness 


every serious and sober mind, whether the 


of the translatidn contained in the received 


inward light, the inward word, the word | version; and this, as I have before inti 


nigh in the heart and mouth, and the holy 
living testimony thereof, be not surer to 
that man that hath it, and hears and knows 


the voice of it, than any outward voice or | 


testimony whatsoever?”’* And I may add, 
were such a comparison intended, it would | 
be equally clear that the “testimony of 
God’s spirit and light within,” as being 
more sure and certain, would be that to | 
which it would be most important they | 
should take heed. But no such compari- 
son appears to haye been designed by the 
writer. 
The third opinion, mentioned above, 
which supposes a comparison between the 
voice on the mount, and the Old Testament 
prophecies relating to Christ, is that to which 
the present version naturally leads. The 


use of the comparative particle more, taken | 


in connexion with the immediately succeed- | 
ing part of the sentence, evidently refers to | 
some previously mentioned species of evi- | 
dence, with which it is compared; and as | 
the kind of evidence which in verse 19th, | 
is said tobe “more sure,” is a “word of | 
prophecy” or “prophetical word,” as the 

Greek signifies, we are naturally referred | 
to the “voice” or word “from the excel- 
lent glory,” mentioned verse 17th. But to 
this view several objections might be urg- 
ed, particularly that it represents prophecy 
as a higher species of evidence than the | 
miracle of the transfiguration, and its at- 
tendant circumstances. It may, to be sure, 
be answered, and I admit the force of the 
argument, that in the case 6f the transfigu- 
ration and voice from heaven, the evidence 
was dependant on the testimony of three 
men—only Peter, James, and John, being 
present—while the facts of the fulfilment 
of the prophecies, were open to the obser- 
vation of all who chose to examine their 


*See “An appeal to the witness of God 
in all consciences, which is the more sure 
word of prophecy, the testimony of the 
Scriptures without, or the voice and testi- 
mony of the Light and Spirit of God with- 
in??——Prnixeton's Works, quarto edit. vol. 


ted, is pretty clearly not warranted by the 
original. 


now give the passage, with the two following 

_ verses, as translated by several distinguished 

Greek scholars; from which it will appear 

that it was not the intention of the apostle 

to institute any comparison at all—neither 
between the Scripture prophecies and the 
voice on the mount, nor any thing else— 
but simply to express, that the voice from 

the “ magnificent glory,” and the other mi- 

raculous events of the transfiguration, were 

_ a confirmation of the prophecies which pre- 

| dicted the coming of the Messiah, and the 

| glory of his kingdom: 

Verse 19.—“ And so we have the prophetie 
word more firm, to which ye 
do well to take heed, as toa 
lamp shining in a dark place; 
until the day dawn, and the 
morning star arise in your 

20.... hearts. Knowing this first, 
that no prophecy of Scripture 

21.... is of private invention. For 
never at any time was prophe- 
cy brought by the will of man; 
but the holy men of God 
spake, being moved by the 
Holy Ghost.” —Muacxniear. 

Verse 19.—“ Therefore we have a more com- 

plete confirmation of the pro- 

phetic word, to which you do 
well in giving attention, as to 

a lamp shining in a dark place, 

until the day dawn, and the 

bringer of hight rise in your 
hearts—-knowing this first, 
that no prophecy of the Scrip- 

21.... ture explaineth itself, for pro- 


= 


phecy was not uttered in for- . 


mer days at the will of mans 
but the holy men of God 
spoke by an impulse of the 
holy spirit.”—Tuomson. 


Verse 19.— We have also the word of pro- 
- phecy more confirmed; te 
which ye do well that ye at- 

tend, as toa lamp shining in 

a dark place, until the day 


dawn, and the day-star arise 


20.... in your hearts: knowing this 


2, p. 185. 


first, that no prophecy of 
Scripture giveth its ewn tm 


Haying premised these remarks, I will 


: 
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ma- 
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Verse 21.... terpretation. For prophecy 
came not at any time by the 
will of man; but holy men of 
God spake as they were mov- 
ed by the holy spirit.”—Inrr. 
Vers. on. the basis of Archd. 
NEwcome. 


Verse 19.—“ And we find confirmed hereby 
the words of the prophets; to 
whom ye do well in 
as to a lamp burning in a dar 
place, till the day shine through 
ana the morning star be risen 
in your hearts: considering 
this especially, that no pro- 
phecy of Scripture giveth its 
own interpretation, for pro- 
hecy was not uttered of old 
by any will of man, but the 
holy men of God spake by the 
influence of the Holy Spirit.”’ 
—W akEFIELD. 

These translations give a clear and con- 
sistent sense, and are im accordance with 
nearly all the versions I have examined, ex- 
cept the one in common use. The French 
version of Durand, printed in 1750, is pre- 
cisely to the same amount: * Nous avons 
aussi la parole des prophetus plus ferme,” &c. 
*We have als» the word of the prophets 
more firm,” &c. The celebrated linguist 
and commentator, Adam Clarke, renders the 
first clause of the passage:—“ We have the 
prophetic doctrine more firm, or more con- 
firmed.”—*“ This,” says he, “is the literal 
sense of the passage in question; and this 
sense removes that ambiguity from the text, 
which has given rise to so many different 
interpretations.” 

The correctness of this translation is suffi- 
ciently established by the use of the same 
Greek word, (Bebaiow) under its different 
forms, in several other places in the New 
Testament where it occurs, 1 Cor. i. 21: 
‘* Even as the testimony of Christ was con- 
JSirmed among you.” 2. Cor. i. 21: “Now 
he which establisheth us”—who confirmeth 
us. Col. ii. 7. “Rooted and built up in 
him, and established in the faith” —confirm- 
ed in the faith. Heb. ii. 3: ‘*How shall we 
escape, if we neglect so great salvation, 
which was confirmed to us”—And Heb. vi. 


4 


16: An oath for confirmation, &c. 


‘This view of the subject is also well sup- 
ported by the context, and by a considera- 
tion of the object the apostle had in view in 
writing this epistle. It appears that Peter, 


= 
junderan apprehension of shortly quitting 
the apostleship to which he had been cho. 
sen, felt, as was natural, tenderly solicitoug 
that those he should leave behind, might 
increase in every Christian virtue. He there. 
fore reminds them of the great favour which 
had been extended to them in bringing them 
to the knowledge of Christ, (ver. 3,) by 
H which they had been ‘called to glory and 
to virtue:” and by which, he tells them, 
were given to them ‘‘exceeding great and 
precious promises: that by these, ‘hey might 
be partakers of the divine nature, having 
escaped the corruption that is in the world 
through lust.” He then exhorts them (ver. 
5, &c.) to give alldiligence to “ add to their 
faith virtue, and to virtue knowledge,” &c.; 
4 in fine, to “‘give diligence to make their 
calling and election sure,” which if they 
did, they should ‘‘ neverfall.” And though 
the persons to whom he wrote were “ es- 
tablished in the present truth”—were be- 
lievers in the present dispensation of God, 
in Christ Jesus, to the world; yet, lest they 
should grow weary or relax in their faith, he 
tells them, (ver. 13,) that he thinks it meet, 
so long as he is with them, “to stir them up 
by putting them in remembrance.” Then, 
adverting to the probability of his speedy 
removal, and desirous to strengthen their 
faith, and leave a testimony which should 
last after his departure, he points out to 
them, in forcible language, that in inculca- 
ting the gospel of the grace of God, or new 
covenant dispensation, he had not followed 
imaginary or plausible conjectures, but had 
the most convincing demonstration of the 
reality of the advent of the Messiah, in the 
sublime transactions on the mount: ‘* Know- 
ing,” says he, ‘that shortly I must put off 
this my tabernacle, I will endeavor that ye 
may be able after my decease, to have these 
things always in remembrance. For we have 
not followed cunningly devised fables, when 
we made known unto you the power and 
coming of our Lord Jesus Christ, but were 
eye-witnesses of his majesty.* For he re- 
ceived from God the Father, honour and 
glory, when there came such a voice to him 
from the excellent glory, thisis my beloved son 
jin whom I am wellpleased. And this voice 


* Or, beholders of his greatness.—Mac- 
NIGHT. 
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which came from heaven we heard, when 
we were with him in the holy mount.” 
And since fromthe prophecies contained 
in their Scriptures, the Jews ‘had been 
taught to expect the coming of the Mes- 
siah, the apostle very pertinently takes oc- 
casion to remark, that these predictions had 
been confirmed by the circumstances he had 
been narrating. fo these prophecics he at 
the same time recommends them, as to ex- 
ternal evidences of the truth of Christianity 
which were well worth their attention, till 
the more perfect day of gospel light should 
dawn upon their minds—whenthe ‘ Moni- 


* tor,”’* the “Spirit of truth,” the “ Unction 


from the Holy One,” should ‘lead them in- 
to all truth,” and teach them all things,” 
connected with their salvation:—“ And so 
we have the prophetic word more firm, (or, 
confirmed ) to which ye do well to take heed, 
as toalamp shining in a dark place, until the 
day dawn, and the morning-star arise in 
your hearts.” 

That by the terms “ prophetic word;” 
the apostle meant the prophecies contained in 
the Scriptures of the Old Testament, is evi- 
dent, I think, from immediately succeed- 
ing verses: “Knowing this first”—having 
first this correct apprehension—*‘ that no 
prophecy of Scripture is of private invention” 
—isthe result of human foresight or con- 
jecture:— For prophecy came not at any 
time by the will of man; but holy men of 
God spake as they were moved by the Holy 
Spirit.” This is further evident fromchap- 
ter iii. 2. The apostle having made a di- 
gression, which occupies the whole of chap- 
ter second, apparently resumes the subject 
in chapter third, repeating that he had writ- 
ten this epistle to stir up their minds by 
way of remembrance—* That ye may be 
mindful,” says he, “of the words which 
were spoken before by the holy prophets.” 
To adopt in this place the language of Adam 
Clarke, ‘‘the meaning of the apostle ap- 
pears to be this: the law and the prophets 
have spoken concerning Jesus Christ; and 


* Paracletos. This word (John xiv. 26) 
ts variously translated Comforter, Advocate, 
L£zhorter, &e. But “the term Monitor,” 
says Campbell, “ comes nearer in extent than 


any one word, in our language, to theorigi- 
mad term.” 


= 


patticulatly pointed him out in 

these words, ‘Behold my servent whom I 
uphold, my chosen in whom my soul de- 
lighteth. I have put my spirit upon him, 
andhe shall bring forth judgment to the 
Gentiles; to open the blind eyes, to bring 
out the prisoners from the prison, and them 
that sit in darkness out of the prison-house.’ 
Isai. xiii. 1, 7.—Now, both at his baptism, 
and at his transfiguration, Jesus Christ was 
declared to be this chosen person, God’s 
only son, the beloved one in whom he de- 
lighted. The voice, therefore, from heaven, 
and the miraculous transfiguration, have 
confirmed the prophetic doctrine concerning 
him.” 

The latter clause of verse 19th—*‘ until 
the day dawn, and the day-star arise in your 
hearts”—has also been variously interpre- 
ted. Clarke explains it of “the day of 
Christ’s second, last, and most glorious .ap- 
pearing tojudge the world,” when “the 
day-star, phosphorus, this light-bringer, 
should arise in their hearts,” or, as he ex: 
plains it, ** manifest himself to their eternal 
consolation.” But this appears to be put- 
ting that at a great distance, which the apos- 
tle meant tobe much nearer. The day of 
judgment had not been mentioned. It was 
in their hearts, as inhabitants of this world— 
for to such the apostle was writing—that the 
day was to dawn and the day-star arise. 

I have before briefly intimated, what I 
conceive to be the meaning of Peter, in 
these expressions; and this explanation ap- 
pears to me to place the subject in a ration- 
al and consistent point of view, giving at 
once to the external and internal evidence of 
Christianity, their respective importance. 
Christianity, rightly considered, is an inter 
nal spiritual administration. It is the work 
of God’s holy spirit, reforming, enlighten- 
ing, and purifying the soul. The testimo- 
ny of the holy spirit, is therefore the Christ- 
ian’s highest evidence, and that on which 
alone he canrepose with soul-sustaining ‘sat- 
isfaction. But Christianity has also its ex- 
ternal proofs. In condescension to man’s 
wanderings, God has been pleased to mani- 
fest himself by proofs, adapted to his out- 
ward and sensual state, that he might by 
these means command his attention, inspire 
him with reverence, and thus prepare him 
to discern the yoice and superior evidence 


| 
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of his holy spirit, submit to its monitions, 


become conformed to the Divine will, and: 


thus be made partaker of those “exceeding 
great and precious promises,” whicheat all 
times have been the pledge and the enjoy- 
ment of the'true inward worshippers, and the 
* spiritual rock,” of which they have drunk. 

It is to this external evidence, which, on 
account of being adapted to man’s outward 
and carnal state—which, in Scripture, is 
termed darkness—the apostle compares to 
‘*a lamp shining in a dark place,” that he 
directs their attention, “‘unti/ the day dawn, 
and the day-star arise in their hearts’’*—til! 
their minds become prepared to receive the 


immediate illumination of the Holy Spirit; 


the recognition of which is, to every indi- 
vidual, the dawn of the evangelicalday. Andy 
as the light emitted from a lamp, however 
useful or necessary in the dark, is swailowed 
up and lost in the blaze of day; so is all ex- 
ternal evidence, however useful in its time 


_and place, swallowed up and lost in the su- 


perior evidence of God’s holy spirit, imme- 
diately witnessing to the mind. Here all 
shadows flee away—all inferior lights are 
useless. The kingdom of heaven—the new 
covenant state—is entered, and the sub- 
stance and divine realities attained. 

But, alas! it too often happens that men 
mistake the “lamp shining im a dark place” 
for a full blaze of gospel day—carelessly sit 
down by this glimmering light—content 
themselves witha religion resting on exter- 
nal evidence, and even ridicule the idea of 
any thing beyond it. Thus they strip Christ- 
anity of its principal glory, and deprive 
themselves ofits greatest blessings. Christ- 
ianity, as before observed, is from first to 
last, a ** ministration of the spirit.” It is 
the.kingdom of heaven, set up in the soul— 


- God governing the minds of his rational cre- 


ation, by his own eternal power and spirit. 
So far as the soul submits to this govern- 
ment, so far has it attained the possession of 
Christianity, and no farther. So far as this 
state of obedience and submission is wit- 
nessed, so far are we members of Christ’s 
body or Church, but no farther. External 
evidence, however useful in preparing the 
way, as the dispensation of Joun to that of 
the Messtan, is strictly speaking, no part 
of Christianity. A man may admit all the 


| 


to the coming and kingdom of Christ, and 
yet be destitute of real Christianity itself— 
be astranger to that spiritual dispensation 
and kingdom—that Divine government of 
the soul, in which Christianity consists, 
“The kingdom of God’”’—said He, the ob- 
ject of whose mission was to illustrate and 
promote it—“ the kingdom of God cometh 
not with observation: for behold the king- 
dom of God is within you.’ It is not, said. 
the apostle, ‘‘meats and drinks, but right. 
eousness, peace and joy in the Holy Spirit.” 
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FOR THE BEREAN. 


CHARLES LESLIE. 


The principal authorities on which the 
author ofthe “Free Inquiry into the true 
nature and tendency of the religious princi- 
ples of the Society of Friends,” relies for 
his statements concerning that people, are 
Charles Leslie, Francis Bugg, John Tolder- 
vy, George Keith and others, who from va- 
rious motives had become their avowed en- 
emies; and who employed every means in 
their power, to render the Socicty infamous. 
No candid reader willadmit, that the testi- 
mony of an enemy ought to be received in 
evidence; much less if it can be shewn, 
that his character for verucity is impeacha- 
ble; and stillless, if it can be proved that 
he isan interested witness. 

In order that the reader may judge how 
far these authorities are deserving of credit, 
I intend to present him with short sketches 
of their characters :— 

The author, commonly known by the 
name of “The Snake,” and so recognized 
by W. C. Brownlee, (Inq. pp. 65, 67, &c.) 
was Cuartes Lestrzr. He was the son of 
John Leslie, an Irish prelate, and was edu- 
cated with a view to the law; accordingly 
in 1664, he was entered of the Temple at 
London. But not finding his talents or his 
inclinations suited to that profession, he ex- 
changed his wig for a cossack, and in the 
year 1680 was made a priest. But the na- 
ture of his education, had tainted his mind 
with a love of controversy. He could live 


evidence of prophecy and miracles, relative in no atmosphere that was not loaded with 
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the poisonous eifluvia of strife and conten- | 
tion. Like Ishmael, whose habitation was 
in the wilderness, his hand was against every 
man, and every man’s hand was against him. 
He attacked the Roman Catholics—wrote 
against the Jews, Socinians, Baptists, Inde- 
pendents, Quakers, Presbyterians, and last- 
ly against his own brethren the Episcopa- 
lians. He abused archbishop Tillotson, in 
a work of the most illiberal character. It 
produced such general disgust, that he 
thought proper to omit it in the printed col- 
lection of his works. For the Presbyte- 
rians he expressed the utmost contempt. 
He compared their Society to ‘a Viper,” 
who had spawned a numerous brood— 
“thirty or forty different and opposite sects 
and heresies, more abhorrent to the Presby- 
terians, who begat them, than Episcopacy | 
itself.’’* 


Leslie was an open enemy to civil and re- 
ligious liberty. He held the absurd and | 
pernicious doctrine of the divine right of | 
kings, and was consequently disgusted with | 
the revolution, which placed William and | 
Mary onthe throne of England. At this’ 
period, which stands recorded on the page | 
of history as an era, the most important, the | 
most glorious in the annals of Great Britain, | 
his bigetted mind was filled with gloom and | 
apprehension. He considered the expul-'! 
sion of the Stuarts, as an act of freason | 
against God, and the government which | 
succeeded, a usurpation. Waving joined | 
the non-juring party, under an idea that to | 
depose the new sovereigns would be doing 
God service, he entered into a traitorous. 
correspondence with the Pretender; and | 
was an active agent in promoting the re-_ 
bellion of 1715. We actually visited him at | 
Bar-le-due in France, with a view to pre-| 
By his frequent | 
visits to the continent, he excited the sus-| 
picions ofthe British government, and by a | 
work he published at this time, entitled | 
**The hereditary right to the Crown of! 
England asserted,” he roused the indigna- | 
tion of the people, to whom his character | 
had now become odious. In the latter part | 

Anne's reign, he used all his influence to | 
bring the Pretender to the throne; but this | 


* See preface to “the Snake,” Ed, 1698. 


proving ineffectual, he joined him in arms 
under the earl of Marr, in Scotland. The 
rebels being defeated, he fled into Italy to 
save his head. There he remained about 
six years, when his friends implored the 
king’s pardon, which being granted, here- 
turned about the year 1721 to Ireland, where 
he ended his wretched life. 


Leslie was a man of wit and learning—a 
master at satire and sarcasm; but so unprin- 
cipled, that when detected in the most pal- 
pable violation of truth, it excited in him 
no sense of shame. His virulent attack on 
all dissenters, made him for a while accept- 
able tothe Episcopal clergy—but his en- 
mity to the principles of the revolution, and 
his restless ambition to be distinguished in 
the field of controversy, induced him to 
turn his arms against some of the most emi- 
nent members of the Church of England, 
particularly the worthy archbishop Tillot- 
son: and as he lived a walking firebrand in 
civil and religious society, so he died un- 
lamented by church and state. 


On Lestrz, the author of the “Free In- 
quiry”. places much reliance, not only for 
his statements, but also for his opinions, of 
the Quakers in the seventeenth century.— 
He has quoted or referred to “‘ the Snake,” 
inno less than forty-five instances! From 
which it must be evident that he considers 
Leslie as good authority. Now if Leslie be 
good authority against the Quakers, he 
must be equally good against the Presbyte- 
rians. ‘That the reader may form some idea 
of the style and manner of this author, I 
will give some extractsfrom a work he pub- 
lished against the Presbyterians.*—These 
specimens will, I trust, convince every can- 
did reader that Leslie’s character was infa- 
mous—that he delighted in scandal—was 
totally regardless of the truth, and would 
say any thing that he thought would black- 
en the character of those whom he selected 
as the objects of his calumny. 


He begins with the Presbyterian minis- 
ters. And first he tells us “It will appear 
from what follows, that their sermons have 
no tendency to persuade men to piety to- 
wards God, and charity towards one ano- 


*« The Scotch Presbyterian Eloquence,” 
2d edit. London, 1694. 
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ther, for the preachers themselves, who {| Jews hearts, spake very much morality with 
would have the world believe that they on- |} his gospel! The pvor man spoke as he was 


ly are the powerful and soul-refreshing gos- || taught and bred in the conventicles; for it 
pellers, have not been industrious. to draw |j will be very long ere they hear a sermon 
Bead | the likeness of God upon the hearts of their || upon just dealing, or restitution of ill gotten 
" | ae hearers, but merely to impress their own || goods. And who knows not that despising 

st image there; that is they laboured, not to || dominions, speaking evil of dignities and 


h make Christians, but rigid Presbyte- || rising in arms against the Lord’s anointed, is 
rians!” _ with them but fighting the battles of the 
ae at “That I may not be thought to assert || Lord.” 

a i\ | this without ground, (for I would not slan- “They area people that will not swear in 
Ba & der the devil) I shall first give you the true || common discourse for a world, yet they 
eh character of the Presbyterian pastors and || never scruple before a Judge, any perjury 
i) i people”—-*T shall begin with the people, for || that may seem to advance their cause—nor 

i if 4 they are truly the guides, and their pastors |} will they stand, in their ordinary dealings, 
ye | must follow them.”—*“ For these preachers |} to cheat fora penny: nay murder itself be- 

1) of the new Gospel, knowing that their trade || comes a virtue, when the work of the 

i) ae hath no old nor sure foundation, are forced || Covenant seems to require it. The new 

ah a to flee to this new and unaccountable no- || Gospel which they profess, is so far from 
a tion, that the calling and constituting of || condemning lying, cheating, murder, and 
et a ministers, isin the power of the mob. Now |} rebellion, when committed to fulfil the ends 


i the world knows by long and sad experience, 
| that their mob'is not led by reason or reli- 
gion, but by fancy and imagination; so that 
we may be sure they will chuse none but 
such as will readily soothe and indulge them 
in their extravagant and mad _ humours. 
What ministers can be expected from a 
people void of common sense, and guided 
by irregular passions—who torture the 
} Scriptures, making them speak the lan- 
hate guage of their deluded imaginations. They 
Wat i will tell you that ye ought to fight the bat- 

| 


of the soremn Leacur, that many of those 
whom they reckon martyrs, have, at their 
execution, gloried in these crimes, as the 
sure evidences of their salvation.” 

On Presbyterians in gencral, he liberally 
bestowed the most abusive epithets—he in- 
forms us that their religious meetings, which 
he calls conventicles, were scenes of debauch- 
ery—that they were nurseries of the most 
scandalous vices, which * the sighing frater- 
nity” excused by saying:—“Where sin 
abounds, the grace of God superabounds” 
.—* there isno condemnation to them that 
are in Christ”—* to the pure all things are 


tics of the Lord, because the Scripture says, 
Hae without shedding of blood there is no re- 
nite | mission.” pure,” &c. kc. Afte® relating a number of 

| | anecdotes, to show that they were not only 
guilty of the grossest crimes, but of ** damn- 
able hypocracy,” he then proceeds: 

“ They are generally deluded by persons 
that have but specious pretences to godli- — 
ness. And such is the force that aloud 
woice, and a whining tone, in broken and 
smothered words, have upon the animal spi- 
rits of the Presbyterian rabble, that they 
look not upon a man as endued with the 
spirit of God, without such canting and de- 
formity of holine#&, A person that hath the 
dexterity of whining, may make a great con- 


“‘They are generally covetous and de- 
Pegs ceitful; and the preaching they are bred 
| i with, hath no tendency to work them into 
the contrary virtues! They call peace, love, 

| eharity, and justice, not Gospel, but dry mo- 
| rality only! had once very great difficulty 
to convince one of them that it was a sin for 
him to cheat and impose upon his neighbor 
in matters of trade, by concealing the faults | 
of his goods from the buyer. He asked my 
reason. I told him because he would not 
wish one to deal so with himself. That is, 
said he, but morality; for if 1 believe in 


Christ, I shall be saved! I asked him, if this 
‘was not Christ’s saying, Whatsoever ye would 
that others should do unto you, that do you unto 
others? Yes, said he, that was good; but 


gregation of them weep with an ode of Ho- 
race oran eclogue of Virgil, especially if 
he can but drivel a little, either at mouth or 


that Christ because of the hardness of the 


eyes, whenhe repeats them. And such a 
person may pass for a soul-raviehing spirit 
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ualist if he can but set off his nonsense with 
a wry mouth—which with them is called “a 
grace ing down countenance.” 
snuffing and twang of the nose, passes for 
the gospel sound; and the throwings of the 
face, for the motions of the Spirit. They 
are more concerned at the reading of the 
speeches of their Covenant martyrs, yea 
‘such as died for rebellion and murder, than 
in reading the martyrdom of St. Stephen, 
or any of his followers. A sermon of mere 
railing and nonsense, will affect them more 
than Christ’s sermon on the mount; and no 


sions and not the judgment.” 


“ The | 


= 


yourselves would be tired out, and not have 
patience to hear them. 

[The jury were commanded up to agree 
upon their verdict, the prisoners remaining 
in the stinking hole; after an hour anda 
half’s time, eight came down agreed, but 
four remained above; the court sentan offi- 
cer for them, and they accordingly came 
down. The bench used many unworthy 
threats to them that dissented; and the re- 
corder addressing himself to Bushel, said 
sir, you are the cause of this disturbance, 
and manifestly show yourself an abettor of 


J. Robinson. Mr. Bushel, I have known 


wonder, for all they dois to affect the 2 faction; I shall set a mark upon you, sir.] 


The limits of my essay forbid, at this 
time, the use of further quotations, from 
this scurrilous and abusive writer, who is so 
largely quoted by Brownlee, and so much 
relied on by this modern “Swaxe,” for the 
authority of his charges against the Quakers. 
Bat [am persuaded that every candid Pres- 
byterian will be convinced, from what has 
already appeared, that the “ candid and free 
{nquiry,”’ as it is termed, is from the pen of 
an uncandid and illiberal writer, and his 
statements unworthy of credit. And they 
will lament that any countenance should 
have been given to so base a work, from 
men who are eminent among themselves as 
ministers ofa religion, which is founded in 
the love of God and man, and whose very 
essence includes Truth and Justice. 

PENN. 


N. B. Ihave omitted Leslie’s grossest 


charges against the Presbyterians in gene- 


ral, and some of their most eminent minis- 
ters in particular. They not only violate 
probability, but decency; and are totally 
unfit for the public eye. 


Trial of Willam Penn and William Mead, 
SerprempBer 3, 1690. 


(Continued from page 95._) 


Ree. Take them away into the hole; to 
hear them talk all night, as they would, 
that I think doth not become the honour of 
the court; and J think you (i. ¢. thejury) 


you near this fourteen years; you have 
thrust yourself upon this jury, because you 
think there issome service for you. I tell 
you, you deserve to be indicted more than 
any man that hath been brought to the bar 


this day. 


Bushel. No, sir John, there were threc- 
score before me, and I would willingly have 
got off, but could not. 

Bludw. 1said whenI saw Mr. Bushel, 
what Iseeis come to pass; for I knew he 
would never yield. Mr. Bushel, we know 
what you are. 

Mayor. Sirrah, you are an impudent fel- 
low, I will put a mark upon you. 

(They used much menacing language, 
and behaved themselves very imperiously to 
the jury, as persons not more void of jus- 
tice than sober education. After this bar- 
barous usage they sentthem to consider of 
bringing in their verdict, and after some 
considerable time, they returned to the 
court. Silence was called for, and the jury 


called by their names. } 
Cle. Are youagreed upon your verdict? 
Jury. Yes. . 


Cle. Who shall speak for you? 
} Jury. Our foreman. 


Cle. WLookupon the prisoners at the bar. 
How say you? Is William Penn guilty of the 
matter whereof he stands indicted in man- 
ner and form, or not guilty’ 
| Foreman. Guilty of speaking in Gra- 
cious-street. 

Court. Is that all? 

Foreman. ‘That is all [have in commis 
sion. 


Ree. You had as good say nothing. 
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Mayor. Was it not an unlawful assem- Mayor. What, will you be led by suck 


Aj aie ii bly?. You mean he was speaking to a tu-'|| a silly fellow as Bushel; an impudent cant- 
of people there?’ ing fellow? I-warrant you, you shall come 
Tia Foreman. My Lord this was all I had in no more upon juries in haste. You are a 
eae commission. foreman indeed, (addressing himself to the 
ae {Here some of the jury seemed to buckle foreman.) 1 thought you had understood 
‘ae to the questions of the court, upon which || your place better. 
Bushel, Hammond, and some others, oppos- Ree. Gentlemen you shall. not be. dis- 
a ed themselves, and said, they allowed of no |) missed, till we have a verdict that the court 
ia. ai such word as unlawful assembly, in their || will accept; and you shall be locked up, 
1 al verdict; at which the recorder, mayor, Rob- || without meat, drink, fire, and tobacco. You 
a inson, and Bludworth, took great occasion |} shall not think thus to abuse the court: we 
Ti: al to vilify them with most opprobious lan- || will have averdict by the help of God, or 
iid) a guage; and this verdict not serving their || you shall starve for it. 
| turns, the recorder expressed himself thus:] | Penn. My jury, who are my judges, 
La a Rec. ;The law of England will not allow || ought not to be thus menaced; their ver- 
Ta you to depart, till you have given in your jj dict should be free, and not compelled; the 
: } verdict. bench ought to wait upon them, but not 
forestal them. 


Jury. We have 
we can give in no other. 


I do desire that justice may 
be done me, and that the arbitrary resolves 


at Rec. Gentlemen you have not given in|! of the bench, may not be made the measure 
) |... your -verdict, and you had as good say no- || of my jury’s verdict. 
| it ty thing; therefore go and consider it once Ree. Stop that prating fellow’s mouth, 
a i more, that we may make an end of this || or put him out of the court. 
i troublesome business. Mayor. You have heard that he preach- 
| Jury. Weidesire we: map: have pen; ink, || ed; that he gathered a company of tumul- 
a and paper. tuous people; and that they do not only 
a [The court adjourned for halfan hour; || disobey the martial power, but the civil also. 


which being expired, the court returned, 


Penn, itis a great mistake; we did not 


and the jury not long after. The prisoners || make the tumult, but they that interrupted 


were brought to the bar, and the jurors 
names called over.]} 
Cle. Are you agreed of your verdict? 
Jury. Yes. 
Cle. Who shall speak for you? 
Jury. Ourforeman. 
Cle. What say you? Look upon the pri- 


us. The jury cannot be so ignorant as to 
think that we met there with a design to 
disturb the civil peace, since (1st) we were 
by force of arms kept out of our lawful 
house, and met as near it in the street, as 
the seldiers would give us leave: and (2d) 
because it was no new thing, (nor with the 


soners. Is William Penn guilty in manner || circumstances expressed in the indictment, 


and form as he stands indicted, or not guil- 
ty? 

Foreman. Here is our verdict; [holding 
forth a piece of paper to the clerk of the 
peace, which follows:] , 


WE the jurors, hereafter named, do 
find William Penn to be guilty of speaking 
or preaching to an assembly, met together 
in Gracious-street, the 14th of August last, 
1670, and that William Mead is not guilty 
of the said indictment. : 

(Here follow the jurors names. _) 


(This both mayor and recorder resented 
at so high arate, that they exceeded the 
bounds of all reason and civility.} 


perjused men in law. 


but what was usual and customary with us;) 
itis very well known that we are a peacea- 
ble people, and cannot offer violence to | 
any man. 

(The court being ready to break up, and 
willing to huddle the prisoners to their jail, 
and the jury to their chamber, Penn spoke 
as follows:]} 


Penn. The agreement of twelve men is 
a verdict in law, and such a one being giv- 
en by the jury, Irequire the clerk of the 
peace, to record it, ashe wilkanswer it at 
his peril: and if the jury bring in another 
verdict contrary to this, I affirm they are 
(And leeking en fhe 
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jury aids You are e Englishmen, mind your 
privilege, give not away your right. 
Bushel. &c. Nor will we ever do it. 


[One of the jury-men pleaded indisposi- | 


tion of body, and therefore desired to be 
dismissed. } 
Mayor. You are as strong as any of 
them; starve then, and hold your principles. 
Rec. Gentlemen, you must be content 


with your hard fate, let your patience over- 


come it; for the court is resolved to have a 
verdict, and that before you can be dismiss- 
of. 

Jury. We are agreed, we are agreed, 
we are agreed. 


[The court swore several persons, to 
keep the Jury all night, without meat, 
drink, fire, or any other accommodation; 
and then adjourned till seven of the clock 
next morning, (being the fourth instant, 
vulgarly called Sunday) at which time the 
prisoners were brought to the bar; the court 
sat, and the j jury called to 7 in their ver- 
dict. 


Cry. Oyes, &c. Silence in the court 
upon pain of imprisonment. _ 

{The jury’s names called over. ] 

Cle. Are youagreed upon your verdict? 

Jury. Yes. 

Cle. _Wiio shall speak for you? 

Jury. Ourforeman. 

Cle. What say you? Look upon the pri- 
soners at the bar: Is William Penn guilty of 
the matter whereof he stands indicted, in 
manner and form as aforesaid, or not guilty? 

Foreman. William Penn is guilty of, 
speaking in Gracious-street. 

Mayor. Toan unlawful assembly. 

Bushel. No, my lord, we give no other 
verdict, than what we gave last night; we 
have no other verdict to give. 

Mayor. You are a factious fellow; I'll 
take a course with you. 

Bludw. knew Mr. Bushel would not 
yield. 
Bushel. Sir Thomas, I have done accord- 
ing to my conscience. 


Mayor. That conscience of yours would 


_ cut my throat. 


Bushel. No, my lord, it never shall. 
Mayor. But I will cut yours so soon asI 
can, 


Rec. We has inspired the jury; he has 


the spirit of divination; methinks I feel him. 
I will have a positive verdict, or you shall 


starve for it. 


Penn. 1 desire to ask the recorder one 
question. Do you allow the verdict given 
of William Mead? 

Ree. It cannot be a verdict, because you 
are indicted for a conspiracy; and one be- 
ing found not guilty, and not the other, it 
could be no verdict. 

Penn. If not guilty be not a verdict, then 
you make of the jury and magna charts, but 
a mere nose of wax. 

Mead. Wow! 1s not guilty no verdict? 

Ree, No! ’tis no verdict. 

Penn. affirm that the consent of a jury 
is a verdict in law, and if William Mead be 
not guilty, it consequently follews that 1 am 
clear; since you-have indicted us of a con- 
spiracy, and I could not possibly conspire 
alone. 

[There were many passages that could 
not be taken, which passed between the 
jury.and the court. The jury went up 
again, having received a fresh charge from 
the bench, if possible to extort an unjust 
verdict. } 

Cry. O yes, &c. Silence in the court. 

Court. Call over the jury. [Which was 
done. } 

Cle. What say you? Is William Penn 
guilty of the matter whereof he stands in- 
dicted, in manner and form as aforesaid, or 
not guilty? 

Foreman. 
street... 

Rec. What is this tothe purpose? I say 
I will have a verdict. Mr. Bushel, you are 
a factious fellow, I will set a mark upon you, 
and whilst I have any thing to do in the 
city, I will have an eye upon you. 

Mayor. Wave you no more wit than to 
be led by such a pitiful fellow? I will cut 
his nose. 

Penn. It is intolerable that my jury 
should be thus menaced. Is this according 
to the fundamental law? Are not they my 
proper judges by the great charter of Eng- 
land? What hope is there of ever having 
justice done, when juries are threatened, 
and their verdicts rejected? I am concern- 
ed to speak, and grieved to see such arbi- 
trary proceedings. Did not the lieutenant 
of the tower render one of them worse than 


Guilty of speaking in Gracious 
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a felon? And do you not plainly seem to aud that to this circumstance he alludes jp 


condemn such for factious fellows, who an- 


debe not your ends? Unhappy are those 


juries, who are threatened to be fined, and 
starved, and ruined, if they give not in their 
verdicts contrary to their consciences. 

Ree. You must take a course with that 
same fellow. 

Mayor. Stop his mouth. Jailer, bring 
fetters, and stake him to the ground. 

Penn. Do your pleasure, I matter not 
your fetters. 

Ree. Till now I never understood the 
reason of the policy and prudence of the 
Spaniards, in suffering the inquisition 
among them. And certainly it will never 


be well with us, till something. like the 


Spanish Inquisition be in England. 

(The jury being required to go together 
to find another verdict, and stedfastly re- 
fusing it, (saying they could give no other 
-verdict than what was already given,) the 
recorder in great passion was running off 
the bench, with these words in his mouth, 
“1 protest I will sit here no longer to hear 
these things.” At which the mayor calling, 
*< Stay, stay!” he returned, and directed him- 
self unto the jury, and spake as follow. 

Rec. Gentlemen, we shall not be at this 
pass always with you: you will find the 
next sessiuns of Parliament, there will bea 
law made, that those who will not conform 
shall not have the protection of the law. 


(To be continued.) 


FOR THE BEREAN. 
The following stanzas were written by 


Doctor Roscoe of Liverpool, on receiving | 7 ox nex-Gnove, Pa.—William Chandler. 


from the late Dr. Benjamin Rush of Phila- 
delphia, a piece of the celebrated Elm tree 
of Kensington, under which William Penn 
made his first treaty with the Indians. In 
the year 1812, when hostilities had com- 
menced between the United States and 
Great Britain, this tree was blown down. 
The “gift of foe to foe,” alludes to the 
state of war between the two countries, It 
is supposed that Dr. Roscoe had the frag- 
ment of the old Elm made into an Inkstand, 


| 


the three last stanzas. 


From clime to clime, from shore to sh 

' The war-fiend raised his horrid yell; 

And *midst the storms which realms deplore, 
PEnn’s honoured Tree of Concord fell. 


And of that Tree, that ne’er again 

Shall Spring’s reviving influence know, 
A relic o’er the Atlantig’s main 

Was sent—the gift of foe to fee. 


But though no more its ample shade ~ 
Wave green beneath Columbia’s sky: 

Though every branch be now decayed, 

And all its scattered leaves be dry: 


~ 


Yet ’midst the Relic’s sainted space; 

A health-restoring flood shall spring, 
In which the angel-form of Peace, 

May stoop to dip her dove-like wing. 


So once the staff the prophet bore, 
By wondering eyes again was scen 

To swell with life through ev’ry pore, 
And bud afresh with foliage green. 


The withered branch again shall grow, 
Till o’er the earth its shade extend; 

And this—the gift of foe to foe— 
Become the gift of friend to friend. 


AGENTS FOR THE BEREAN. 


Iv & Walter, Book- 
sellers, 87 Market street. 


New-Yorxk—James V’. Seaman. 
New-Garpes, Pa.—Enoch Chandler. 
Dansy, Pa.—John H. Andrews. 
Curster, Pa.—Edward Darlington, esq. 


CanTwett’s Bainer, Del.—Joseph Tatman. 
Suyrna, Del.—Jucob Penington, P. M. 
New-Brounswick, N. J.—Robert Bass. 
Warvyesvitte, Ohio—Novah Haines, P. M. 


Responsible agents will be entitled to ev’ 
ery eleventh copy, gratis. 


Numbers from the commencement ong 
work, can be furnished to future subseri 
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